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REMARKS 

Claims I-IO remain present in this application. 

Claims 1, 5. 6 and 10 havebeen amended. Recondderation of the application, as an.ended. 
is respect^Uy requested. I.e orders of the steps ^ the'amended claims can be easily lcno.n 
according to the original description and drawings. So, no new matter is added. 

p^fY^^f^ f.. under ^^^^ ^nd 103 
Claims 1-5 stand rejected under 35 USC 102(e) as being anticipated by Eric L. Andersen et 
al. (U.S. Patent 6,646.768). This rejection is respectfully traversed. 
The '768 patent states: 

After pushmg a W button, located. 8>r «an«.le. on the intetfaoe umt 25, one ot 
input pidc.v*«»lconv=,i«g rollers (Bot shown) feed pageaofthcdooun™. 49 one by one 

^ ^ input «ay 1 7 and convey the pagea over and past the ADF «an window 43 »hcre each 
page of the document is scam,ed by .he stationary inrage sensor assen,bly 33. (see col. 6. lines 
21-27) 

Since the document is stiU moving, the rel«ive movement between the moving document 
and the stationary image sensor assembly 33 sUll exists. Tins, the "768 paten, does no. really 
teaches tt> make the doemnen, and the scan module relatively stationary to each other. In fact, the 
priorartdoesnotdiscussthcmicroscopiccondition. Forexamplcifatotpersononamovingc^r 
«lces.totpho«>gr.ph(atpointA).ndasec«Kipho.ograph(atpoin.B) When the carmovesftom 

the pomt A to fl« point B, and a s«»nd person on a stationary car stopped at the point A tdces a 

fl^ird photograph, and then the second person talces a fourm paragraph after the car moves «, the 
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^ B ana a. ... 6. o» of <„di«»ry *iU in *c a« ™y c»ly -lers»nd .ha. the 
,pali.yof*eMrdp«ag«phi.bc..cr*a„.ha,of.heta.paragrapha«.*e<,«li.yof.b.fec^^^ 

psiagraph is bolter than that of the sKond paragraph. 

C^«,ueo.ly,.hc>768p.tsn,do«no..e.ch,ha.tho,t<p(b)ot"«abm«ng««.~v»en. 

0,0.= of th. aoo^nco. and the soao module aM «nsa,ua,t<y maWng ft= do«men. and the scan 
„„d..e relatively ata^onary to each omef is pcrfenn«i after the step (a) of -moving one of a 
aocument «.d a scan „.od„Ie by a prcdetem,ined diat^ce trom the o«.er." AUo. *e "768 paten, 
does no, t«u* that «» stq, (e) of "illuadnadng the d«=un,e«t widt Ugh. taj, from a Ugh. so«ce. 
and receiving a suble hnage sl^al of .he doc»n,en. by utilizing an in>age sensor of the scan 
n.«,nle" is perforn^d after the step (b)of"stahi.i.ingther^ve,ne„.ofoneofthedocun,en^ 

,hescann>oduleandconseqnentty,nal=ingthedooumen,andthesca.n«du,erela«ve.ys^^^ 
tocachoaer.-lnfao.. die -768 pa«n. does no.su*.ilize.hemoven,»«ofon.offl.edoeun«n.and 
««sc«.n«>d.l.andcons.,nenUyn«lce.hedocun,ent.«dd,escann»dulerelativelystaUonary.o 

each od,er„nffl to docnnren. has been scam,«i. If ttedoe^nChas beensc«medins.ep (b). i. 
is unnecessary .0 perform die step (c) tt> illuroinaK the document. 

consideration of the r^ecdon to ft= cldm 1 and its dependent claims 2-5 are therefore 

politely requested. 

Regarding to the amended claim 5. the '768 patent does not teach the order of steps (bl), 
(cl) and (dl). If the document is manuaUy positioned on the glass plate (col. 3. line 55). in step 
(cl). the step (bl) should be performed after step (cl) according to the '768 patent. 
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Cims 6-10 s«»i .^««d under 35 USC 103W .s being »«i=ip««'by Eric L. Andersen 
e. .L (U.S. Paten. 6,64«.768) in combination wi* Kito Mi.a (U.S. Paten. 5.149.977). This 
rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Hie '768 patent states: 

Afler pnsbing a button, loca.e<l. for example, on to user inter&ce unit 25. on. or 
more input pick-up and conveying roUers (no. Aown)ftcd pages of.h.do»nncn. 49 one by one 

ftoM .be inpu. .ray 17 and convey the page, over and past tbe ADF scan window 43 where each 
p.go of the dooun.en. is scanned by the staSon^y i«..ge sensor assembly 33. (see col. 6. lines 
21-27) 

Since <ht documen. is s.m moving, tte relattve movemcn. between die moving document 
and a. st^ionary image sensor assembly 33 sHll exisB. H.U.. 4= -768 paten, docs not really 
teach «> make .he docum«.t and d» scan module relaHvely staHonary » each oU«r. In 6C .he 
priorartdoesnotdiscussftcmicroscopicconditto.. For example, if a flrs. person on a moving car 
,skesafi.stpho.o^h(«pointA)and.secondpho«>graph(a.poin.B)when toe carmoves tern 

the poin. A u> tf« point B. and a second person on a stationary car su>pped a. U« point A Wees a 
third pho«>graph. and ften «« second person «kes a fcnrU, p««graph after fte car moves «, the 
poin. B and stops a, tire point B, one of ordmary sWll in die »t may e«ily mrfersUnd *a. d« 
quaUty of the third paragraph is better torn that of d» firs, paragraph and .he quali.y of fte fourth 
paragraph is better than that of die second paragraph. 

Conse,uen.ly, d.e -768 and "977 patents do not teach d-a. the step (c) of "stebiliztag .he 
movement of one of a» documen. and «« scan module and cons«|uentty making tt.e documen. 
and *e scan module relaavdy suuionary to each oU«r. and ,«.eiving a sttble image signal of .he 

g KM/asc 

PAGE 11/14' RCVD AT 7/2)2007 7:37:32 AM [Eastern Dayligtd Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-1/22 * DNIS:2738300 ' CSiD:703 205 8050 ' DURATION (nim-ss):03-28 



FAX NO. 703 205 8050 



P. 12 



DockfitNo.-. 3722^177PUSI 

Application NoJ 0/776,538 
Am^ndTPeiit dated July 2. 2007 
Reply to Office Action of April 12, 2007 

documen. by atiHzing *c ™.ge so^ of mod„l." is p«fi.rm.d after s«p 0» of 

.^vmgo„eof*edoc™c„.™Kia««>mod..= b,apr«le,™ineddis»«.ftomU,.oa,«.»d 

..«>,s«n..in«di«.ram.a„w»Ub.cta.6..ignalof.^documemby»t,li^^ 

of the scan module." 

AJso .he -768 and '977 patents do ool teach that 'Wng one of fte docu,»e« and a«M. 
™,dnl. by a predetomined distance from .he othef and "discarting m nnstable image s,gaal of 
,hedocum«*byutiHzil.gani»ag.sensorofthescann.odul."a.th.aam=dme. ln&C*e 977 

patent teaches that: 

1 . Ihe complete document image is acquired by the light receiving section 42 in step 500; 

2. the image data is then stored in a fi«t image data storage means 84 in step 502; and 

3. the image quality is judged in parallel with the image reader in step 504. 
Ifthejudgcdimagequahtyispoor.theimagedatastoredinthemomoryiserasedCseecoL^ 

lines 31.54). Thus, "moving one of the document and a scan module by a predetermined distance 
from the other" and "discarding an unstable image signal of the document by utilimg an image 
sensor of the scan module" are not perfonned at the same time. 

Also, the «977 patent does not teach "discarding an unstable image signal of the document 
by utilising an image sensor of the scan module" because the image signal is still obtained by the 
image sensor and the image sensor has converted the image signal into the Wge data" which 
n,ay be stored tothememory. SO. the image sensor in Ihe '977 patent does not discard any im^^^ 

signal and the image data is erased in the memory. Consideration of the rejection to the claim 6 
and its dependent claims 7-10 are therefore politely requested. 
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Regardmg to fh. am«.d«l claim 10. the '768 »d '977 patents do ».t tead. the order of 

steps (hl). (CD ». (dl). If .1« documen- " — ^ *' ""^ 

55),»a.ep(cl).d,e«ep(bl)shculdbeperfcn.«d after stepCcOaccotxlioetot^-^^^^ 

'977 patent. 

,„ view of the fcregoms aa,endn.enu and ranatks. 1. is respectfully sabtnitted that die 
priorar.>tdIb«iby.heExan«nerfialstotcachor.»Me«d»com.eetorof«^dcn,c^^ 

well as its dependent elain». Reconsider^ion and withdrawal of the 35 USC 102 and 103 

rejections are respectfiiUy requested. 

Cmclusion 

Favoi^le reconsideration and an early Notice of Allowance are earnestly solicited. 
fatheeventtbatanyoutstandingmattersremainintbisappUcation.theExar^^^ 

to contact the widersigned at (703) 205-8000 in the Washington. D.C area. 
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Kn«e,a.y.fh«Con™ssion.ri.h«*y«.fhor«di„«.co,««™o^^ 
^ ^ or c«ai. m ove^.ym»U .o Deposit Acco™. No, 02-2448 for ^ addUiooa. fe« 
req»tod«nder 37 CJ^R. 88 116 or 1.17; p«icul«ly, cxtensioaof tiroe fees. 



D«^: My 2, 2007 RespeetfUlly »bnni. 
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KsrawiiT^KOLAS.]H*tBIRCH,m 

8110 Gatehouse Road 
Suite 100 East 
P.O. Box 747 

Falls Church. Virginia 22040-0747 
(703) 205-8000 
Attorney for Applicant 
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